o, -

T TN " S

e L ——————

e S

ruary last, that the Southern

s
DEBATE IN THE SENATE.

_' THE NEBRASKA QUESTION.

In vz Sexars, May 25, 1854,

The Senate having under consideration the House bill
to grganize the Territories of Nebrasks and Kansas, and
the pending question being oo the amendment of Mr.
Prancs to fifth seotion, to strike out the words—

“ And those who shall bave declared on oath their inten-
tion to become such, and shall have taken an oath to support
anuﬁlnﬂu of the United Btates and the provisions of

IUI,”
—80 that the proviso shall read :

“ Provided, That the right of suff
shall be exercised only by citizens of

Mr. BADGER said; It is |iro r, Mr, President, per-
haps, after the remarks which bave been made by the
honorable Senator from Tennessee, thai I shonld submit
u few observations to the Benate. T shall do it upon s
partioular subject-matter in which I am umlmor and
shall not enter into any disoussions about the compara-
tive patriotism of the people of the different sections of
the Union, or the degree of reliability in the support of
the National Union to be placed upon Northern or
Northern Democrats. '

I left the Benate chamber yestérdsy, while the Senator
from Tenuessee was making his remarks, under the im-
pression that we were going to have a long session, that
we might probably be here until late in the night. T left
the-Benate for the p of getting something in the
way of refreshment, that I t be prepared, with more
ease and convenience to myself, to endure the long con-
tinued process of sitting up. I was sent for two or three
times with the information that the Senator from Tennes-
see proposed to say some with respect to me, and
desired my presence. When 1 had completed the very
easential purpose for which I left the Senate I returned
and found that the honorable Senator, ss I was told b,
others, had been disputing the authority upon which
made my statement to the gmte on the 16th day of Feb-
Whig members of this body
were united in the support of this bill. When I came in
and ascertained the course of remark pursued by the
honorable Senator, I took the opportu '1 which he af-
forded to me of stating on what grouads I had made that
representation. But, for dofub reafou or other, I know
not why, the honorable Senator seemed yesterdny to be
exe gly impatient of allowing any body te get through
with a complete statement of what was necessary to make
his remarks understood. I desire, therefore, now to state
again distinetly what I understood to have been the faots
in relation to that transaction.

We had a meeting of Southern Whig Senators, called
not at my instance—I knew nothing about the purpose
of having such a meetiog—but called, ns I understood,
at the instance of the Senator from Delawnre. I attended
that meeting. ¢ were there informed that certain arti.
cles had appeared in the National Intelligencer taking
very strong and decided ground against this measure, as
involving = breach of pational faith; that, as that paper
hod been for many yesrs the generally recognised organ
of the Whig
duged : that Bouthern people might suppose that, upon’
this particular subject, that paper spoke the sentiments
of the Bouthern Whig members of this body, I knew
nothing about those articles. In one respect disadvan-
togeounsly, and probably in many more with like disad-
vantage, I do nut resemble my friend from Delaware. 1
am not in the habit of reading long editorials which dis-
cuss the merits of questions pending before this body.
Whether illy-placed or not, I still have sufficient confi-
dence in myself to suppose thatl can find out how todireot
my public course without calling In the nssistance of the
publi¢ journals of the day; and when I need help, which
I often do, and which I seek promptly, so soon asl find
the need of it, I generally have recourse to such sources
of information as I think will be bestealeulated to aid me.

But my friend from Delaware seemed to entertain the
opinion that this was producing a misapprehension in the
public mind of the SBouth as to the views of those who
represented that section of the country on this floor.
Well, sir, a resolution was adopted at that meeting, which
my friend from Georgia has rsad. That resolution de-
clared that the National Intglligencer did not represent
the views of SBouthern Whig Scnators on this question. 1
assented to that resolution, not because I had read the
articles, but because I understood from brother Senntors
what those articles were.

Now, Mr. President, at that meeting, assembled at the
call of the Senator from Delaware, was present, among
others, the SBenator from Tenuessee. So far as Iknow he
did not dissent. I heard no dissent from him as to agree-
ing in the resolution proposed by the Senator from Geor-
gin. After theso proceedings were done it was suggest-
ed that, as [ had the floor upon the Nebraska bill for the
nextday, as the most prompt and convenient method of
dg.ubnaing lh:‘ publio “of the Bouth in to
the positi : 2 horn W L 3 . 1
take ocoasion in my remarks to state that we were united
upon the subject of thisbill. - ’

Now, sir, whether the honorable Senstor from Tennes-
see was present at the time when this request was made
of course I cannot undertake to determine. Against his
denial I do not undertake to assert it. I considered all
of us who were there na known friends of the bill, We
had met to treat of an article which was likely to do
wrong, by leading to unjust conclusions as to our posi-
tion upon that bill. Well, what was the position assumed,
or said to have been assumed, by the editors of the Na-
tional Intelligencer which might produce this mischiev-
ous impression?! The position assumed by the National
Intelligencer was that this bill was a violation of national
faith; that it ought not to be passed, and, as a necessary
consequence, that we were not in favor of passing what
was thus anncunced to be a breach of nationsl faith.
Why, sir, by the adoption of that resolution every gentle-
man present declared himself to be in favor of the bill,
as I dpnﬂmmod, and as I suppose every other man
would bave understood, unless some suggestion or quali-
fication had been made by some gentleman present.

We met to rectify a mistake likely to be committed in
the Bouth {n consequence of the statement of the Intelli-

encer against the bill. If we were agninst the bill also,
Eow was that likely to hurt us? If we were against the
hill, so far from having a right to complain of the course
of the Intelligencer, we owed it thanks for promptly com-
ing forward before we could aud denouncing this viola- 4
tion of national faith. The only possible motive for com-
plaining of the Intelligencer was, that it represented one
et of opinions while we entertained another. The de-
claration which it was proposed we should make was not
for the purpose of letting us know where we were. It
was not for the purpose of preventing mistakes in the Sen-
ate chumber ag to where we were. It was for the purpose
of preventing the men of the South from being impressed
with a mistaken idea as to our position.

Well, sir, such being the state of the case, it being dis-
tinotly understood, by the very act of being there, and by
the resolution which was adopted, that we were in favor
of the principle of the bill denounced by the Intelligen-
cer, why, of course, when I was requested, at the close
of those proceedings, to make this anneuncement, I did
ngt run my eye around to see who was present or who
might have left the room. I took it for granted we were
all agreed upon that. Independent of any such request
being made, if I bad bun'nkod# ‘‘ How are the SBonthern
Whig Senators on this subject ! I should havesaid, with-
out hesitation, ‘' united to & man.” Beveral of the gen-
tlemen ‘were absent. My friend from Maryland mr.
Pramce) was sbsent. Therefore, d could not infer, from
any thing that ‘there, that he was in favor of the
bill ; but still 1 was =atisfied that he would be in favor of
the bill, and I ehould bave ssid, if I had been asked the
question, that we were all united to a man in favor of this
meanure.

¢ and of holding office
e United States.”

When, therefore, I made the statement which I did teo
the Benate, I supposed I was speaking what would meet
the general approbation of all the Bouthern Whig Bena-
tors, the Senator froni Tennessee included. I could have
had no wish, no purpose, no object to accomplish by mis-
representing his position. If I had bad s desirve, for any
purpoee, to present him in a falee position before the
country, why, without setting up any very high olaims to
wisdom, 1 certainly should not have beer so lost to comn.
mon sense a8 to &tand up in his presence and state he was
in favor of the bill if I had any reason to believe he was
opposed to it.

erefore, sir, in to this whole matter of fact,
about which the hon e Senator has indalged in some
hypothetical denunciations, in not very chaste
and classical—language which, T must say, does not often
fall from 'his lips—it all resolved itself into this: he was
Aot gmt at the time when this request was magde by the
gentlemen left at the meeting after the other business
had been disposed of. I supposed he was; and therefore

msm myself authorized to make the statement which | th

make.

But, Mr. President, independently of this re I
shionld, after what had passed, I:u? felt myself g:m'tly
‘nt liberty, in the course of my remarks, to that the
Bouthern Whig Senators were all for this bill. 1 sup-

ed so. I could n;po_n nothing else. I knew not
the Benator from Tennessee that his mind was in a
et As o6 Aaersality 15 my o i, | it
such doubt or unce own y have
upnmditumlntlnnutlng. Iamnot my
course to the Senator; but I am uplllnilx'mlm
to so clear a conclusion, indopendently of the request to
make the announcement, that he, with the rest of us,
waa & supporter of the Nebraska bill. That is the whole

The honorable Senator says that, after I had conoluded
my speech, he told me that I was not suthorized to make
that statement for him; and be thinks he has a right to

gomplain that T did not append a note to my printed re-

arty, this difficulty was likely to be pro- | b

marks, for the purpose of saying that the from
Tennesseo was not one of those for whom I was autho-
rised to make that statement. Now, I will ssy frankly
that if the Senator had intimated to me & wish that that
statement should be appended, if 1 had
wished it, if it had entered into my mind that he :
me to append such & it would have been done
;ﬂn tly. Bat why, Mr. President, should it be
h:e‘ﬁ{uour says he did not rise to correct me, because
Southern friends

DGER. Precisely. Then the Senator chose to
to do it when he could explain his reasons. How con-
sistent would it have been for me to put a note to my
speech, and excepted the honorable Sepstor from Ten-
nessee out of the unanimity of the other Southern Whig
Senators, unless he bad also appended there the explana-
tion of his reasons! I think, therefore, the Benator's
eol:rhi.nt on that subject is entirely without foundatien.
1 I have further to ssy on the subject is, that having,
in making this statement, sincerely believed that I was
;pn.kln‘jmu much the sentiments of the Senator from
ennessee as [ was speaking my own, I bave no ides,
glmhu I was mistaken or not about the presence of the
nator from Tennessee,) I have no idea how, because the
Senator from Tennessee thereafter came to the conclusion
which, as I understand him, he had not formed then, to
vote this bill, s retrosctive effect oan "be given to
his subsequent determination, so as to impose for
a statement made in good faith upon me, who could not
know what, the ultimate conclusion at which the Senator
would arrive might be, and who, not being aware of the
doubts and difficulties he then had, was led to conclude,
both from his vote in the SBenate and from what had psss-
od at that meeting, that he, like the rest of us, had made
up his mind to go for the bill. But, sir, I leave it to the
judgment of the Benaty whether, under the circumstances,
I had not the fullest authority—I do not mean the fullest
authority in the sense that the Senator was in fact pre-
sent at the time the request was made, but the fullest
authority under the ciroumstances in which I wos placed—
for announcing that we were united to a man in support
of this measure ?

Mr. BELL. Mr. President, I ap to the Senate
whether the honorable Senator, by own statement,
does not undertake to afirm that 1 was present whea the
proposition was made that he should be authorized to an-
nounce that the Bouth was a unit on the bill ?

Mr. BADGER. I said distinetly that I certainly would
not make such a statemeat against the Senator’s denial.
Mr. BELL. There is not s man who saw me there.
do not choose to let it stand on my denial. The Benator
from North Carolina,; with his usual ingenuity and dislec-
tical tact, while he has intended apparently to exonerate
me from the charge of being present when the resolution
wasd adopted to authorize him to make the statement
which he did at the close of his speech, has attempted to
fasten the impression on the minds of the Senate and the
public that I was just as much bound as if I had been
there. That he is capable of such a course no man who
has any thing to do with him in a controversy can doubt.
I am sorry the honorable Senator has taken occasion to
revive sentiments which bad been eradicated from my

reast.
Mr. BADGER. I did not know there were.any feelings
to be removed, unless they sprung up yesterday.

Mr. BELL. I will go on and explain. 8ir, I have re-
gorded the Senator from North Carolina as my friend, but
from his course now I can have no future claims upon
him a8 & friend ; and I have been mistaken in supposin
that he ever was my friend. If he had been my frien
he would have asked my views before he made the decla-
ration in his speech, unless he was certain that I was
present at the time the proposition was made, that he
should make the announcement which he did. I ask the
Senate if I am not nothorized to come to this conclusion?

The Benator's language was to this effect: that I being
by, and not dissenting, and the objeot being to ascertain
what was the sense of the Southern Whigs in regard to
the National Intelligencer, be could not doubt, even if no
proposition had been made that he should state it in the
Senate, that there was no non-goncurrence in the proposi-
tion. He said be did not want that propesition to satisfy
him. But standing in the relation of friend to me, and
nothing more had transpired at the meeting than what
was done in relation to the Intelligencer, *and I taking no
part in the meeting, was it not his duty to have consulted
me before he made the announcement in the Senate,
when he counld have done so without any inconvenience ?
After I informed him, on the conclusion of his a{:aeuh.
that he had no authority to commit me, why did be not
seek to do me justice? He says he did not believe that
I was in any doubt or anxiety ef mind! evidently an at-
tempt to be contemptuous, so far as he could by his
manner. :

Mr. BADGER. You are mistaken; I did not mean any
contempt at all.

Mr. BELL. No, sir; the henorable Senator has too
much tact to express it. I told the honorable Sepator he

| was sot anthorized to make any such declaration to in-

Mhh w [y smh t;r makes mcl;ia ::{.nt:lmenl. ‘t;n
his | . v, whom he as his friend, ought
hmtﬂ do justice in some form? Ought he not to :Et!

Bow be could do it before he published his speech ¥
‘or ought he not to have qualified his statement before he
committed it to the press ?

From the ingenious wording of the remarks of the hon-
ordble Senator, I do not know whether he suppores any
responsibility to rest upon me on ncoount of the meeting
to which reference has been made. Yesterday and to-day
I have explained that I considered that there could have
been no real purpose to remonstrate against the course of
the Intelligencer ; that I had no such conceptions of my
part. The honorable SBenator from CGeorgia says that he
bad no idea but that such a purpose was entertained and
that it was to be made public, that it was the intention
of the meeting that it should be made public. No, sir; I
had no idea that the Whigs of the Bouth would assemble,
under the circumstances, to make a formal declaration to
the editors of the Intelligencer that they were misrepre-
senting Southern sentiment, or to remonsirate against
their course in any form whatever; nor did they carry
into effect or make any further attempt to effect such a
purpose.

1 told gentlemen distinotly that that was my ground, 1
did not suppose that the object avowed was meant to be
onrried onut. I had oo idea but that thers was an object
behind what was expressed. If the question had been
propounded to me, or to the meeting, when [ wns present,
ad it is said to have been propounded at the close of the
meeting, whether the Senator from North Carolina should
be authorized to make the statement which he did make,
I should have felt compelled to make some response. Ido
not now remember the date of that meeting, but I do
know that I was under the most solemn pledges to some
of my colleagues in the House not to come to any conclu-
sion in favor of the bill during the first half of the month
of February. :

1 have no ground of complaint against any gentleman
who takes the position of lﬁmﬁon from me, of non-in-
tercourse, of having no friendly relations, because of the
course ghich I have taken in regard to this measure. 1
bave nothing to ask of them. 1 am convinced now that
I ought to have made my dissent from the statement of
the honorable Senator from North Carolina public, and
not to have relied on hilm todo any act*of justice, much
less of kinduess to me. .

Now, the Senator from North Carolina will allow me te
say that I never could account for his own course on this
sabject, and the publie, T know, were very much sston-
ished when he announced it in the speech so often alluded
to. They were takenby surprise when he announced him-
self in favor of the Nebraska bill. I do mot know the fact,

st any time on the subject : but as highly honorable gen-
tlemen a8 any in this land declared to me, but a few days
before the honorable Senator from North Carolina made
his 8 “that he was against the Nebraska bill—noton
tiee Indian question alone, but against the whole measure.
The honorable Senator will understand that I do not say
that it was really so; but that was the representation
mnde to me, and if & meeting anterior to the date of his
speech had been called to test the position of Southern

untors on the Nebraska bill, I would have supposed that
the honorable Senator himself was one of the Southern
Senators whose course the meeting was called to ascer-
tain. I know that was the sentiment of many of his as-
sociates. I may have done the ustice to him ;
and if he will say so I will retract what I have said. I
have no authority for ml.kinﬁ this statement, except the
declarations of honorable gentlemen. I would regret hav-
ing to announce their names. If the hon e Benator
says it isnot true, we shall never have any contest about
it. If be says he was not the bill at first, or against
the proposition to repeal the Missouri compromise ns mis-
ohievous and ealonlated to do no good, I will say nothing
more about it. But, sir, 1 will not press that point fur-

or.
Mr. CLAYTON said: Mr. Presidentad have made se-
veral efforts during yesterday aod t to obtain the
floor with a view not only to discuss the merits of the
proposition before the Senate, but to prevent the misap-
prehensions which have led to the unpleasant scenes
through which we have just passed ; now, before [
smduuy any thing in relation to these subjects, I
esire to call the attention of the Senator from Tennes-
sée to » remark he made, during the intense excitement
of this discussion, which seemed at the time to apply the
word * false” to me.
Mr. BELL. 1 bhave waited upon the honorable Sena-
tor about that.
. CLAYTON. Yes; I know the Senater privately

asked but— -
hm now 1 will make a public retraction

of thing I said which could be supposed to censure
lhlw Senator from Delaware. .

Mr. CLAYTON. 1 indalge in no such language to

not wish to appear to take ground against his |-

“of yeas 86, nays 10.

because I bad no interconrse with the honorable Senator

|
i
;
é

t from any man. Iam
which the
nothing less

made.
i general urbanity |

him, distingaished as he is for

as well as his sense of justice.
“Next, sir, I desire to allude very briefly to the inei-
dents which have been 80 much commented on in the |
t:ogn- of this discussion by hounorable Senators who
ve acted with me on this side the chamber. The dis-
) painful to me. I have felt
pained that my politioal should misunderstand
each other with reference to & matter which T think and
have thonght from the beginning is easily susceptible of
explanation, without leaving room for the slightest re-
fleotion on the honor of any man who has been engaged
in this controversy. DBat the excitement of the honora-
ble Senator from Tennessee, when I rose for the purpose
of endeavoring to explain this matter, was such that he
would not yield the floor to permit me or any one else to

proceed ; and consequently the scene has ensued which
the Benate bas witnessed. The explanations since made
bave rendered it for me to all that I in-

tended of this matter. But I may properly state, in re-
gord to this meeting ealled & caucus held by the South-
ern Whig Senators in February last, that on and prior to
that date and tieal friends called my atten-
tion to the articles in National Intelligencer which
denounced the repesl of the Missouri compromise.
sattention was repeatedly called to them by other persons,
until at last it was & to me that, to effect an un-
derstanding with our friends who edited the paper, some
consultation should be had on the ect with those Se-
nators who, as Whigs, were to be affected by the influ-
ence of the paper, Forming a small division of the Se-
nate, less than a third of the body, it was very desirable
for us to act together in regard to the principle contain-
ed in this bill. ‘Upon comparing opinions with those
with whom I conversed I did not su there was any
doubt as to the Bouthern Whig mem! of this body be-
ing unanimously in favor of the justice of re the
Missouri compromise line, though its expediency st this
time might not be so apparent. I do not propose now
to go into a discussion of that question; 1 stand com-
mitted om the record on the whole subject. My opinions
bave gone before the country fully in favor of the justice
of repealing the eighth section of the Missouri act, but
not in the mode adopted in this bill; and all the prinei-
ples which have actuated me from the introduetion of
this measure tn the present time are fully disclosed in
the remarks which I had the bonor to deliver to the Se-
nate on a former ocoasion,

There was but a single paper advocating Whig prinoci-
ples in this oity. The opposite party had several. There
were, according to my ocount, thirteen Whig Benators
from the South in this body and six or seven only from
the North. It seemed to the gentlemen with whom I
conversed that it was but fair that our opinions should
be heard by the editors of that highly respectable paper,
the National Intelligencer, who we supposed were actin
in the dark, without kuowledge of our opinions. And
thought it was proper that those opinions should be com-
municated to them, not for the purpose of intimidating
or overawing or controlling the paper in any form what-
ever; nothing was ever further from my thoughts; but
to enable them to comprehend the position of the ma-
Jjority of the party whose principles they had espoused
and had advocated and maintained with signal ability
from the very origin of the party. This was deemed but
an act of justice to them as well as to ourselves.

Well, sir, on that day, the 16th of February, the
amendment of the SBenator from Illinois (Mr, Dovaras)
to the bill then pending before the Senate was adopted,
which provided, in lieu of a provision in the original bill,
that the Missouri compromise act of 1820—

“ Being inconsistent with the principle of non-intervention
by Congress with slavery in the States and Territorics, as re-
cognised by the legialation of 1850, (commonly called the
compromise measures,) is hereby declared inoperative and
void ; it being the true intent and meaning of this aot not to
legislnte slavery into any Territory or State, nor to exclude it
therefrom, but to leave the people thereof.perfectly free to
form and regulate their domestic inatitutions in their own
way, subject only to the Constitution of the United States.”

This nmendment was adopted by a vote in the Benate
In favor of this amendment was re-
corded on that day the vote of every Southern Whig Sen-
ator. We assembled, in pursuance of suggestions which
had been made to me and which I had made to others, in
a room here at the Capitol. Our meeting lasted but a
very short time. Perhaps fifteen minutes was the extent
of the duration of all the conference we had. Gentlemen
will peroeive how ensy it might have been during so short
an interview for one to have misunderstood another, when
there were so many views connected with this great mea-
sare to be presented, and when some were coming in and
others going out, I conour in the statement made by the
honorable Senator from Louisiana, (Mr. Bexyamix,) that
this was considered by some of us as s confidential consulta-
tion. It was the impression which was made on my mind.
I supposed the proceedings were to be considered as con-
fidentiul as in other meetings of a similar charnoter, 1

never had any ahisntion '""&1‘ to the statement of mat-
ters that were connected with AT MEEUNE, VUL X vyuld

My | ed from the time it was introduced, and shall still continue

sent during part of the consultation. [ see nothing, sir,
in the faeta to justify any impeschment of either the mo-
tives or notions of any oue present at that meeting. The
point upon which those who ware present (1ot fuoluting
the Benator from Tennessee, as it now appesr«) Hd e
was the repeal of the Missouri compromise line. The
bill, as it then stood, was nfterwards amended, aud i two
very important culars, by the proposition of the Se-
mator from North Caroling, and also by that which I sub-
mitted. It became a very different bill from that which |
was before us at the meeting, A pledge to vote for the |
latter did not require a vote for the former; and & vote |
for the one might have been held a violation of a pledge
to wote for the other. I was then aud am now for the re-
of the line of 36° 30/, but not on the terms of this
because the bill is not o true non-intervention bill,
as I demonstrated on & former occasion; snd I think the
smendment made shortly before the passage of the bill,s
on motion of the Senator from North Cunﬁe , to repeal
the old French and Spanish law in this territory, (for
which amendment I did not vote,) changed essentially the
character of the bill, and made a precedent which may
Enﬂwr; embarrassing to those who sustained [t in case
uba should ever he anuexed to this Union. On the prin-
ciples explained and vindicated by me in the speech I de-
livered before the passage of the bill, I have steadily act-

to sot. I bave, therefore, nothing. now to explain or to
add on the merits of this bill, | i
1 sball now address myself to the single question of the
smendment before mepy
1 hiave heard an anecdote of two very able and learned
_ who argued a case of replevin about some
pigs. While engaged in the argument they forgot the
pige and cnlem; into a personal altereation, which lasted
throughout the trial, and was conducted with signal abil-
ity on both sides. At the close of it one of these gentle- |
men said to his client, ‘‘are you satisfied with my |
speech? ‘It was very well spoken,” said the olient, {
““but I should have been better plensed to have heard
;om.lhhgtulﬂ sbout Iilhia pigd.” [Langhter.] Now, sir, I
' 0 say something about the * pigs,” [laughter;
mg the amendment which was morm‘i) g; _m'_[r hoﬁonbh]a
friend from Maryland, and which is the same amendment
that Tmoved to the bill called the Nebraska bill when it
‘was pssaed by the Benate. This amendment proposes to
strike out that part of the bill which allows foreigners
‘to Yote without naturalization in the Territories of Ne-
braska and Kansas,

Here, sir, in the outset, before I proceed to the brief
discussion which I propose, let me premise that I am
about to day nothing with the expectation of changing
the opinian of any one here.
Beuvate injends to reject the amendment without reference
to its merits, because gentlemen here are afraid to trust
the Housq of Representatives with this bill again. Hon-
orable Senators have expressed this in debate; and I am
just as will informed of the fate of the amendment as if
the yeas ind nays had been ealled upon it. I know, too,
very well, that honorable
bill to-night: nnd, when I shall have Jdone my duty, I
shall submit without a murmur to the will of the majo-
rity, I :_n]i desire to vindicate my own position in re-
ference to this particular amendment, because, as it ori-
ginated with me, it has been identified with my name,
and I stand, as it were, god-father to it, although my
honorable and distinguished friend from Maryland (Mr.
Prance) has also adopted it by moving it again, and I
thank him for having done so.

It is very much to be regretted that the House of Rep-
resentatives never came to a vote on this amendment.
The muttér was so adroitly managed in the House ns to
avoid it. 'After referring to the Committee of the Whole
the Senate bill, which, as it wans amended on my motion,
contained no provision allowing aliens to vote, the com-
mittee rose with it, and, by a motion to substitute for it
another bill allowing aliens to vote and calling the pre-
vious questicn, the change was made so as to prevent g
vote on the amendment as o separate proposition, We,
therefore, have no knowledge of the real sentiment of the
House on this question. We only know that its enemies
were afraid to suffer it to have a fair trial, or that some
of its secret foes were ufraid to show their hauds. And
now it is not to have a fair trial here because it is confi-
dently said by more than two-thirds of its friends that
though they are conscientiously and unalterably in its
favor, yet the Nebraska bill will be defeated if the House
of Representatives are again entrusted with the power
over it which they would have by returning it to them
with any amendment to it, If that be true the bill ought
net to pass, because there cannot be a real majority in its
favor. The Benator from Indiana (Mr. PETTIT) nsserts,
also, that if the bill does not pass now it never will pass,
because there will never be another majority for it. But
the fact is there are certain members of the other House
who are afraid, if the amendment goes back to them,
they will be compelled to vote for it or be ruined at
home ; and they labor with their friends here, who are
also friends of the bill, to defeat it in the Senate on some
pretext which will save themselves from the danger of

not have spoken to others of them consistently with my
own views, Yet there was pothing said or done there
which might not have been promulgated to the whole
world ; and there was nothing said or done there which
could have caused a blush on the eheek of any man who
was present. I say there was no effort, there was no in-
tention, to control or to overawe the National Intelligen-
cer. It was desired that our opinions might be commu-
nicated to the editors of that paper, leaving them per-
fectly independent and free to pursue such a course of
action as to them would seem proper. A committee for
this purpose was appointed; and, I believe, the honora-
ble gentlemen who were present left the room with the
impression that the committee would wait npon the edi-
tors of the Intelligencer and communicate the proceed-
ings of the meeting to them. I bave no doubt that was
their thought.

With regard to the question whether the Senator from
Tenncssee was present at the time when the matter re-
ferred to by the Seoator from North Carolina was ex-
?reuegi I have no knowledge, but I do not believe he was.

cannot tell at what time the honorable Senator was pre-
gent or when he left the room; and I am bound of course,
without the slightest hesitation, to accept his own state-'
ment that he was not present when it was proposed that
the Senator from North Carolina should announee to the.

Senate in his speech on the next day (for then he bad | gta

taken the floor for the purpose of speaking on the next
day) that the Southern Whig Senators were unanimous
in favor of the principle which bad been denounced by
the Intelligencer; that is, the repeal of the Missouri com-
promise line.

1 have no doubt that every man who has been concern-
ed in the debate has stated conscientiously his own ocon-
victions in relation to every thing that ocourred there,
The discrepancy which has arisen between their state-
menta is such a8 would be often found to exist between
the same number of men assembled in a hurried inter.
view for the same length of time in reference to any other
matter of equal importance. 8ir, I know very well that
it went abroad that we met for the purpose of overawing
and denouncing the Intelligencer and controlling its inde-
pendent operation as a free press, but there is not one
word of truth in that statement. No man in that meeting
harbored any such idea. If any did I did not understand
him, or I sheuld have at once refused to concur with him.
Dut after the meeting had adjourned, when the commit-
tee began to talk together mpon the subject, the thought
oscurred to them, and was freely expressed by the mem-
bers of the committee, of whom the honorable Senator
from North Carolinn was one, that it was a measure of,
to say the least, doubtful expediency, whether they
should proceed, without further consultation with friends,
to perform the duties of the mission with which they had
been entrusted. .

Mr. BADGER. Will my friend from Delaware, at this
point, allow me to remind him that I suggested, as a rea-
son why I thought it was wrong, and why I would not
concar in it, that it was impossible to prevent such a pro-
ceeding from being misrépresented into an attempt to
control or muzsle the press?

Mr. CLAYTON. remember that perfectly. It ia
true. After disoussing the matter we adjourned without
action, We never called on the editors of the Intelligen-
cer; we never controlled the paper, nor attempted to
control it. It pursued the even tenor of its way, without
any interposition from us, from that day to this.

ow, sir, as an aot of justice to gentlemen hero, let me
say that I can assure my honorable friend from Tennessee
that there was not entertained, so far as I knew, or had
any reason to believe, the slightest iden of entrapping
bim in that -'“:f' The whole object was what I have
explained. I ghould have been one of the last men in the
world to attempt to enfrap my honorable friend from Ten-
nessee, and he knows it, and will acknowledge it. I do
not believe thdt any gentleman there thought of such a
thing. Yet the concurrence of circumstances which was
presented to the mind of the honorable Senator from Ten-
nessee, and was eo well stated by him, may have justified

being hald to be “d’ of the principle contained in it.
of thig mﬁn Tt _'w'l'tﬂ_ ell_ll!_%dlltl.lll;
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with gentiemen in re to the ro-
Iative importance of the repeal of the Missouri compro-
mise and the amendment ; but, without unde to
draw com 8 between the two, suffer me to say that
few ever present themselves here of more im-
portance for the consideration of a statesman than this
very amendment.

Bir, the Territories to which this amendment is to be
applied are not like any other Territories over which we
ever undertook to extend our laws, They are computed
to embrace within their limits more thau five hundred
thousand square miles. Both together form a territory
capable of holding the population of an immense empira,
larger in srea than twelve such States as New York.
The principles which Congress shall establish for that
territory in the incipient stages of the governments there
formed will probably nay, almost certainly, be perpetu-
ated; ot least we may expect they will last for ages to
come. Whatever may be the principle adopted now on
the subject of the suffrage of aliens, rely upon it that
same principle will govern in the establishment of a con-
stitution both for Kansas and Nebraska, becanse if aliens
be allowed to vote under the Territorial governments,
they will assist in the formation of the constitution, and
of course will provide for the votes of aliens under the
te governments. Whatever principle you adopt now
in relation to this matter will be incorporated into the
constitutions of Kansas and Nebraska, when they come in
as Btates, as certainly ns the same principle was incors

ted in the constitution of two of the Northwestern
tes in consequence of a similar provision in the acts
organizing their Territorial governments—an error I will
rove it to he—the gross error of allowing a State to come
mto this Union with a clause in her coustitution permit-
ting aliens to vote. The unconstitutionality of such s
provision I think I shall demonstrate hefors I have done
with it. It never would have been incorporated in the
State constitutions of any of the Northwestern States if
the blunder had not been made originally when the Terri-
torial governments were urgnni:eds.u

For another renson this is a vastly important subject.
Have you moted, sir, the extent of the exodus from Eu-
rope to this country within the last year? Why, sir, it
i stated confidently that on one day within the last week
(I think on last Friday or Saturday) twelve thousand four
bundred foreign immigrants were landed in the city of
New York, composed of Germans, Irish, and men from
nearly all the countries of Europe. The statement also
is that in about ten days more than twenty thousand such
immigrants were landed at New York. ;

Mr. SEWARD. Twelve thousand landed on one Sa-
turday morning, I believe, and all went to church the
next day.

Mr. CLAYTON. No matter where they went or how
they bestowed themselves, tweuty thousand arrived at
that single port in ted days: and it is further stated that
this is the rate at which the immigration bas gone on for
several months. It has even been said that recently,
within one month, more immigrants entered the city of
New York than the whole foreign immigration amounted
to for any one year past. The computation in the state-
ment to which I have referred is that suoh is the extent
of immigration that during the carrent year, in all the
ports of the United States, it will exceed seven hundred
sud fifty thousand, comprehending, if we are to adopt the
principle of the bill as it comes from the House of Repre-
sentatives, some two hundred thousand alien voters. This
is to be renewed from year to year, so far as we can see,
for how many years God only knows. [ do not mention
these facts for the pn.m:: of complaint. Far from it.
Let them come. Let come by hundreds and thoun-
sands, and hundreds of thousands, if they choose. We
have territory enough unocoupied, and if they will come
aud cultivate it, and purchase it on the same terms that
native Americans purchase and cultivate it, and conduet
thomselves as become American citizens, they shall, so far
as l.am concerned, be heartily welcome.

But, sir, do you not see, from the facts which I have

him in the belief that some such design was entertained | stated, how important is the question upon which the

by somebody to draw him into that meeting.
to assure him that I am perfeotly cony
in error in that.

Mr. BELL. Did the Senator from North Carolina in
that meeting dissent from that resolution !

Mr. CLA . Which one?

Mr. BELL, I mean the one drawn up by the Senator

from Gu;zh

Mr, CLAYTON. I cannot recollect thathe did. But
{h?“ be :fhuad hﬁa’n hmw that day from

presenting it to tors.

lll::“ﬁl.h Did he assent to it at the meeting !

Mr. CLAYTON. I oannot remember.

Mr. BELL. I understood, just as [ came in the room,
that the Benator himeelf ohjected to it. That resolution
was the whole thing to which I directed my attention.

he.is entirely

I only wish | Senate is ealled upon to decide !

It is a question upon
tho decision of which the happiness and the prosperity of
countless millions in ages to come may depend. It is a
question, perhaps, upon the decision of which the very
stability and safety of our Union may depend. It is a
question whose and relations are greater and
more extensive than I will attempt to depiot or deseribe.
Every intellectual and patriotic oﬁiun may feel them and
them without my dwelling upon {hem.

Bir, it issaid by the great historian of the Decline and
Fall of the Roman Empire that Rome, while she confined
the pri of citizenship to the people of Rome, re-
maoived & blic. True it was, says Mr. Gibbon, that
the Samnites and the Lucanisns, having allied themselves
with Rome, endeavored to enforse demand of the
rights of citizenship on equal terms with the Romans, snd

| laws.

I know very well that the |

?mtlemen intend to pass the | be & question of constitutional law.

vxtended the privileges of citizenship to the other States
of Itsly she ceased to be u Republic; nnd from that day for-
warl she remained a mounwrchy and despotism forever.
S mething i due 1o the admouitions of history.

Iwo wut, upon this eceasion, about to examine at
length the mere expediency of allowing aliens to vote,
Biut, let we say, T sm not an euemy to the naturalization
I do not propose to discuss the principles on which
proper naturalization laws shonld be based. Yet I oughr

to remind the Senate, iv this connexion, that the right (o |

vole is the right to govern, and that the utter fullacy of the
hoast so often made by the friends of this bill, that it con-
fers on our people the right of self-government, is demon-
strated by the very statement of the fact that aliens who
will have no interest in the sojl, and who may have just
escaped from the prisons of Earope, or who do not under-
8 the first principles of our Government, will have the
power to vote, and by reason of that the power to govern
American citizens who may remove to that region. Of all
the rights known te 4 true American the right to vote is
regarded as the most important to him as a freeman. He
would forfeit his life rather than fail to defend and pro-
teot it. This is the true right of self-government in our
Republio. Here is ““the fountain from the which our
current runs, or bears no life.”” But if a stranger who
has no interest bere, and is utterly incapable of under-
standing our institutions when he first lands on our soil,
is to be allowed to neutralize all the influence of an intel-
ligent and true American citizen by ** killing his vote,” as
the phrase is, the rights of that citizen are ss effectually
invaded ns if power was given to that forelgner to deprive
Lim of his vote.
8ir, I am no enemy to foreigners; but I am a true
American, and prefer that name and the rights which be-
long to that character to the name of an Irishman, or a
German, or any other foreigner under heaven. I scorn
the low and contemptible appeals which are constantly
made by demagogues to win the votes of foreigners by
fisttering them with the belief that they are of more im-
portance here than our native citizens. 1 place the natu-
ralized foreigner on an equal footing in the exercise of
the sacred right of veting with those who, like myself,
were born Americans. When he has served his appren-
ticeship here, to learn the science of self-government,
daring the period prescribed by our naturalization laws,
nad \ Americanized, 1 will r t him as an Ame-
| rican citizen ; but I will never consest to cheapen that

| right by conferring it on all the foreigners as poon as they |

land on our shores. It would be as unjust to the intelli-
gent natpralized citizen as to the native. I would ever
prefer the cluims to public office of a son of the soil in
his pative country over those of any foreigner, unless
that foreigner had superior merits or qualifications for
the office. The children of the foreigners horn in these
States or Territories are as justly entitled in my opinion
to honors and offices here as any other native citizen, and
no more.

| 8ir, the principal question before us has been said to
1 wish to consider
this question, which has not been dwelt upon in this de-
bate: whether the proposition in the bill to allow aliens
to vote in these Territories, which is refused in other Ter-
ritories, be not absolutely unconstitutional, and ought not
to be declared void if the question could be and were pre-
sented to the Supreme Court of the United States?

Honerable gentlemen here have not looked back upon
their own records., I remember well when, in the year
18306, while 1 was a member of the Senate, all the gues-
tions connected with 'this amendment were diseussed by
some of the ablest men who ever graced the Benate cham-
ber. On the bill for the admission of Michigan into the
Union, when the first application for her admission was
made, (for there were two such applications,) this ques-
tion was presented. BShe had in her constitution a clause
allowing aliens to vote, and also fixed by it her own boun-
daries, extending her territory within the limits of Ohio
and Indiana, for which she was refused admission until,
by a convention, to be elected for the purpose, she should
assent to & line prescribed by Congress, to prevent a col-
lision with those States. Mr. Wright having introduced
& proposition allowing, in general terme, * the people
to vote in the election of delegates to revise this consti-
tution, exception was made to that by Mr. Porter, of
Louisiana, one of the first jurists of the country st the
time, by Mr. Calhoun, by Mr. Clay, by Mr. Southard, and
by many other gentlemen whose names appear upon the
record which I have before me. I was, by the neceasi-
ties of my position here at that time, involved in that
debate, and an attentive obgerver of it. The first pro-
position to admit Michigan into the Union had been re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, of which I was
at the time the chairman.
Michigan into the Union, and, by direction of the com-
mittee, I moved to remit her to another convention, which
should strike from the constitution first proposed by her
‘that clause which allowed aliens to vote, and change the
clause in relation to her boundary which brought her, on
admission into the Union, into conflict with her sister
States.

The committee desired this convention to be held for
the purpose ot considering both these propositions. The
friends of the measure reported by the committee dis-
cussed the bill at great length, and particularly the alien

clause. I will by-and-by state what was the result of the
discussion ; but, before I proceed further in the history of
that matter, I desire to state the principles connectéd
with this subject, which I conceive are established by the
true tonstruction of the Counstitution of the United States.

Citizen and alien have been properly considered as cor-
relative terms. A citizen is not an alien, and an adien is
not a citizen. A citizen may be defined to be any person
residing in any State or Territory of the United States,
wlo enjoys all the rights, privileges, and immunities of a
man of full age, born and resident in those States or Ter-
ritories. What is naturalization ? It is sufficient for my
purpose to define it as that process by which the Congress
of the United Btates remoies the disabilities of alienage.
Now, what are the disabilities of alicnage? In the first
place, an alien cannot vote unless the power is specially
conferred on him. In the next place, an alien is not en-
titled to and cannot demand protection from the Govern-
ment. He iy under no obligations te it, and he may make
war upon it withount incurring the penalties of treason.
He caunot petition the Government for any wrong which
he has suffered. If he be here while the country from
which be came is at war with the United Stptes, he in
linble, under an act of Congress, to be ordered out of the
country withina given time, and therefore he has no right
of permanent residence here in such n contingency as
that which I have mentioned. These are all known and
acknowledged disabilities of alienage. The disqualifica-
tion of an alien to vote does not arise merely from an act
of (Congress or an act of & State Legislature. It exists
88 an incident to alienage here and everywhere. It must
be removed by competent authority and by positive en-
actment before an alien can exercise the right of suffrage.
It is inherent in the very nature of alienage that it can-
not exercise a right by which it may govern others. There
can be no just idea of popular rights and national sove-
reignty or national independence where the notion prevails
that an alien ought to vote. Give this right to foreign-
ers, as is proposed by this bill, and you surrender nearly
all that distinguishes him from an American. Nay, you
give these rights to strangers, with whom you may be at
war to-morrow, while you refuse to your own citizens in
one State the right to vote in another; for by the law
of nearly every State in this Union some qualification is
required for a voter besides naturalization, and generally,
among others, residence for a stated period is an indis-
pensable prerequisite. But by the provisions of this
bill any alied may vote in these Territories without pre-
vious residence or paying a cent of tax to support the
Government which he is to control by his vote.

Now, sir, naturalization being nothing more nor less
thau the removal of the disabilities of alienage, Congress
can pass a law for that purpose, provided it be ** uniform,”
either for the removal of the whole of these disabilities
in one law, or for the removal of any one, two, or three,
orany other number in separate bills or laws. That in-
ference flows irresistibly from the previous position.

Cangress, therefore, has the power, under the Constitu-
tion of the United States, to provide that aliens may vote
in all the States nnd Territories, subject in the States to
such restrictions as a State may impose in the exercise of
its reserved powers on all voters. That would be natu-
ralization pro tanto ; that is, to that extent it would re-
move the disability of alienage, and it would be constitu-
tional, beeause it would be unifarm.

Further, Congress can grant the right of petition or
any other of the rights of citizenship. It may grant them
al ther, or it may, as | have said, grant them sepa-
rately, always taking care that the grant is uniform ; but
Congress cannot grant one of these constituent parts
which make up the aggregate of all the attributes or
rights of citizenship to one State and refuse it to another.
It cannot, by a direct law, allow an alien to vote in Vir-
ginia and deny him the right to vote im Delaware. If
this does follow, ns I think it clearly does, then I under-
take to say that Congress cannot grant exemption from
any disability in Nebraska, and refuse it in the other
Territories and in the States of the Union, without vio-
lating that clause in the Constitution of the Union which
declares that Congress shall have power to make ** uui-
form” laws of naturalization.
disabilities of alienage, and thus making them citizens in
Nebraska, and yet not extending that provision to the
other Territories and States, wounld be, I suppose, by
every body, admitted to be unconstitutional. Then ie it
not a fair and irresistible consequence that, if Congress
only remove a par{ of the disabilities of alienage, or if it
E‘maed but partially, or pro tanto, to nsturalize the aliens

Nebrasks, without extending the same privilege to
other sections of the United Btates, it is decidedly and
elearly unconstitutional !

1 will not elaborate this argument. It was discussed
in mf hearing on this Boor eighteen years ago, and hon-
orable gentlemen who will look back to the records of that

1 reported a bill to admit | -

A law removing all the |

Mr. CLAYTON. Then the Senator must have been ab- | pressed it so far that at last they received n severe casti- | time, will find that the lesding principles on which I'th en
| gation for it; bat the bistorian informs us that when Rome |

| relicd, und still rely, were sustained by the ablest men of
| this body at that day.
| Mr. SEWARD. 1 wish to ask the honorsble Benator as

| to one considersble difficulty thut lies in the way of his

| proposition, in my mind. My questicn is, whether the

| Benate of the United States. in making s treaty with a
| for¢ign Power, iucorporating & portion of a foreign coun-

{ try in-the United States, ss inthe case of Lonisians aml

| Florida, bave power to stipulste to extend the rights of
| citizenship to foreig in that case ?

!1l r. CLAYTON, [ shall soon refer, in the course pre-
scribed for myself, to the very matter to which the gen-
| tleman has called my attention. It had not eseaped me.
| As there are many who rest particularly upon the
opinions of John C. Calboun, and as many of thuse gen-
tlemen who have takeu ground agaiust the smendment
are known to be followers of his doctrines, I will read
from a speech delivered by him the answer given by him
to that very question which the Senator has pro
to me, and so much of that speech aa is necessary to show
the opinions of its muthor upon the whole question mow

ding before the Sepate. Alf. Calhoun was rvemurk-
able for the logieal charncter of his mind, and, sbove =il
men but one that I cver knew, was the most remarkable
for his power of condensation, and the pa to which
I shall ¢all the attention of the Senate are strikingly cha-
racteristic.

While that bill to which I have referred wus under
consideration before the Senate, on the 2d of April, 1886,
Mr. Porter, of Louisiana, having moved to recommit: the
bill to & committee, in consequence of the defects which
I have pointed out, and particularly the elsuse sbout the
right of suffrage, Mr. Preston, of South Carolins, took the
ground that the clanse was constitutional, and also that
it wns constitutional to allow a State in her constitution,
st the time she was admitted into the Union, to suthorize
aliens to vote. On these questions Mr. Calhoun ook
issue with Mr. Preston.

Mr, Clay had moved to amend an amendment, which
had been introduced by Mr. Silas Wright, to sllow ** the
people” to vote, 50 85 to restrict the right of suffrage in
Michigan to those about to elect n convention to make
her constitution ts male citizens of the United States of
twenty-ona years of age. Mr. Calhoun sustained that
motim:l nnd discussed both questions. Among othier things,
he said : ‘ :

* Michi is not yot a State. Her constitution is not yet
formed. Itis, nt best, but in an incipient state, which ean
vnly be consummated by complying with the conditions which
we may preseribe for her admission. A convention is to be
‘ called, under this bill, to agree to these conditions. On mo-
| tion of the Senator from New York (Mr. Wright) » provision
- was introduced into the bill giving the right to the peaple of
‘the Territory at large—without lﬁlllllllnl or restricyion 88 to
| uge, sex, color, or citizenship—to vote for the members of the
convention. The Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. Clay,) while
the amendment of the Senator from New York was pending,
moved to amend the amendment by striking out ‘ pecple’ and
inserting ‘free white male citizens of twenty-one years of
age;' ‘thus restricting the voters to the free white eitisens of
the United States, in conformity with what has been usual on
sach occasions,

* Believing that Qongress had the unquestionable right to
preseribo the qualifications of voters, as proposed by the Sen-
utor from Kentucky, and that the exercise of such right does
not involve, in any degree, the question whether a bus
a'right to confer on an alien the rights of citizenship, I must
repeat the exprossion of my regret that my eolleague has felt
it to be his duty to ralse n question so novel and important.

“I do not deem it necessary to followmy colleague and the
Senator from Kentueky in their attempt to define or describe
a oitizen. Nothing is moro difficult than the definition or
oven deseription of #0 complex an iden; and hence all argu-
ments resting on one definition, in such cases, almost neces-
surily lead to uncertsinty and doubt. But, though we may
not bo able to say with precision what a citizen is, wo may
say, with the utmost certainty, what he is not, He is not an
alien. Alien and citizen stand in contradistinction to ench
otber. They, of course, cannot co-exist. They are, in fact,
8o opposite in their nature that we cannot conoeise of the one
but in contradistinetion to the other. Thus far all must be
agreed. My next step is not less cortain. -

“The Constitution confers on Col s the authority to
pass unifurm laws of patura‘ization. This will not be ques-
tioned ; nor will it be that the effect of naturalisation is to re-
move nliennge. A

“ To remove alienage is aimPly to put the foreigner in the
condition of a native born. 7To this extent he act of natu-
ralization goes, and no further.

“The next position I assume is no less certain, that when
Congress has exercised its authority by pming a'uniform law
of naturalization, na it has, it excludes the right of exercising
o similar authority on the part of the State. To suppose that
tho Btates could pass naturalization acts of their own after
Congress had passed an vniform law of naturalizetion, would
be to make the provision of the Oonstitution nugatory. 1 do
not deem it necessary to dwell on this point, as [ understood

lleagwe as nequiescing in its correctness.

“Iam now prepared to decide the quostion which my col-
lengue has raised. I bave shown that a citizen is not an alien,
and that .lliuml.ﬁé is an insuperable barrier, till removed, to
vitizenship; and that it ean only be removed by complying
with the not of Congress. It followe, of course, that & Btate
cannot, of its own autbority, make an alien o citizsen without
such eomplinnes. To puppose it ean involves, in my :Ealon.
o confusicn of idens whlui must lead to innumerable sbsurdi-
ties and contradioti Ip to notice but a few.”

Then eomplaining that the gentlemen on the otherside
of the chamber were pressing the bill through to a vote
that night, and that it was done for s party purpose to

of Michigan for Mr. Van Burem, he
discussion :

procure the votes
proceeds with the

“ Whatever difference of opinion there may be us to what
other rights appertain to a citisen, all must at leust agree that
he has the right to petition, and also to elaim the proteetion
of his Government. Theso belong to him as » member of the
body politic, and the possession of them is what separates
citizens of the lowest condition from aliens and slaves. To
suppose thut a State can make an alien a citizen of the Biate,
or, to present the question more specifically, oan conforon him
the right of voting, would involve the absurdity of giving him
a direct and immediate control over the action of the Generul
Government, from which he bns no right to clsim the protee- -
tion and to which he has no right to présént a petition. That
the full foree of the ubsurdity may be felt, it must be Lorne
in mind that every department of the General Government, is
either directly or indirectly under the control of the voters in
the several States. The Constitution wisely provides that the
voters for the moat numerous branch of the Legislaturcs in the
several States shall vote for the members of the House of Rep-
resentutives; and as the members of this body are chosen by
the Legislatures of the States, nod the Presidential electors
either by the Legislatures or voters in the severul Stofes, it
follows, as I have stated, that the wotion of the General Gov-
ernment is either directly or indirectly under the control of
the voters in the sovernl States. Now, adwit th.t s Swmie
may confer the right of voting on all aliens, and it will follaw
A% @ necessary consequence that we might bave among our
oconstituents persons who have not the right to eluim the pro-
tecticn of the Governwent or to present a petition to jt. I
would ssk my colleague i he would willingly bear the rela-
tion of representative to thoss who eould not elaim his aid as
Senator to protect them from oppression, or to pre & peti-
tion through him to the Senate praying for a redress of griev-
ance? And yet such might be his condition on the prineiple
for which be contends.

* But o still greater diffioulty remaina, Buppose a war should
be declared between the United Btates and the country to
which the alien belongs; suppose, for instance, that South
Caroliun should confer the right of voting on alien subjeets, o
Great Britain residing within her limits, and that war should
be declared betwesn the two countrics, what, in such event,
would be the condition of that portion of our voters? They,
a8 alien enemies, would be llable to be seized under the laws
of Congress, and to have their Pudl confl snd them.
selves imprisoned or sent out of the coun The principe
that leads to such consequences eannot be true; and I ven-
ture nothing in asserting that Caroline, at least, will never
assent to incorpurate, as wembers of her body politie, those
who might be placed in so degraded s condition and ro com-
pletely under the control of the General Government.

* But let metfm from those (aa it to me conelu-
sive) views, and inquire what were the objects of the Coasti-
tution in conferring on Congress the suthority of passing uni:
form laws of ?-mu.linﬂnn ; from which, if I mistake not, ar-
guments not less conclusive be drawn in su of the
position for which I mnnad’?" Y

*“In conferring this power the framers of the Constitution
must have had two ohjects in view: One to prevent competi-
tion between the States in hoiding out inducements for ‘the
emigration of foreigners; and the other to prevent their im-

influence over the General Government, through such

tates as might naturalize foreigners, and could copfer on
them the right of exercising the elective franchise before
they could be sufficiently informed of the nature of our insti-
tutions or were interested in their preservation. Both of
these objects would be defeated if the States may confer on
aliens the right of voting nnd the other privileges belonging
to citizens.” * . *

+ “My oolleague cites in support of his position the example
of Vermont, North Carclina, and, if I recollect rightly, Rhode
Island, under whose constitution aliens, it seems, may vote.
It is & sufficient unswer to say that their comstitutious were
adopted before the exist of the G | Government, and
that the provisions which permitted alions to vote eonstituted
a portion of their constitutions when they came into the
Union. North Carolina has since amended hars, and limited
the right of voting to citizens. If Verwontand Rhode Island
bave not done the snme it must beattributed to that eisinertia
[ which indisposes most States to alter their constitutions, or to
aceidontal omission. But we have the authority of the Sena-
tor from North Carolina, (Mr. Manaun,) and also the Sena-
tor from Vermont, (Mr. Paexriss,) that, under the decision
of the courts of the respective States, their constitutions have
boen 8o construed, since they entered the Union, as to confine
the right of voting and holding lands to citizens of the States,
s0 s to conform ts the prineiple for which I contend. To
cite n onse in point, my colleague ought to show that, under
the constitution of any State formed sinee the adoption of the
Constitution of the Union, the right of voting had been con-
ferred on an alien. There is not, I believe, an example of
the kind ; from which I infer the deep and universal eonvie-
tion which has pervaded the publiownind that a State hasno
suthority to confer such right; and thus the very example
cited by my colleague serves but to strengthen inn.ng of re-
futing the position which I seek to maintain.”

I now come to the answer to the question put by the
honorable Semator from New York. [ said I would an.
swer it Mr. Calhoun’s reply to it. It seems
that Mr. ad put that question, and used it by
way of argument. Mr. Calhoun suswered it thus:




